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of the American War, when all at once it fell a calm — Execratre* ;! 
exchanged itfelf for applaufe, and Court popularity fpruno- up \\W l; 
a mufhroom in a night. ° * | 

r lo account for this fudden tranfition, it is proper to obferve 
that there are two diftind fpecies of popularity ; the one excited 
by merit; the other by refentment. As the Nation had formed |: 
itfelf into two parties, and each was extolling the merits of its 
parliamentary champions for and againft prerogative, nothing could 
operate to give a more general fhock than an immediate coalition I 
of the champions themfelves. The parti fans of each being thus . 
fuddenly left in the lurch, and mutually heated with difguft at f 
the meafure, felt no other relief than uniting in a common execra- [ 
tion againft both. A higher ftimulus of refentment being thus | 
excited, than what the conteft on prerogatives had occafioned, the 1 
4 Nation quitted all former objeds of rights and wrongs, and fouoht 
only that of gratification. The indignation at the Coalition/Yo I 
effedually fuperfeded the indignation againft the Court, as to ex- % 
tinguifti it ; and without any change of principles on the part of | 
the Court, the fame people who had reprobated its defpotifm, ji 
united with it, to revenge themfelves on the Coalition Parliament! 
The cafe was not, which they liked bell,—- but, which they hated ' 
moft ; and the leaft hated paffed for love. . The diflblution of the I 
Coalition Parliament, as it afforded the means of gratifying the 
refentment of the Nation, could not fail to be papular; andlrom \ 
hence arofe the popularity of the Court. 

Tranfitions of this kind exhibit a Nation under the government 1 
of temper, jnftead of a fixed and fteady principle, and having once | 
committed itfelf, however rafhly, it feels itfelf urged along to juf- [j 
tify by continuance its firft proceeding. — Meafures which at other I 
times it would cenfure, it now approves, and ads perfuafion upon j! 
itfelf to Cffoqate its judgment. 

On the refurnof a new Parliament, the new Minifter, Mr. Pitt, 1 
found himfelf in a fecure majority : and the nation gave him credit, - 
not out of regard to himfeli, but becaufeit had refolved to do it 
out of refentment to another. — He introduced himfelf to public 
notice by a propofed Reform of Parliament, which in its operation ':i 
would have amounted to a public j unification of corruption. The || 
Nation was to be at the expence of buying up the rotten boroughs, t' 
whereas it ought to puniih the perfons who deal in the traffic. 

Faffing over the two bubbles, of the Dutch bulinefs, and the 
million a-year to fink the national debt, the matter which moll i 
prefents itfelf, is the affair of the Regency. Never, in the courfe 
of my obfervation, was delufton more fuccefsfully aded, nor a 1 
nation more completely deceived. — But, to make this appear, it t 
will be neceffary to go over the circumftances. 

Mr. fox had liated in the Houfe of Commons, that the Prince 
of Wales, as heir in fucceflion, had a right in himfelf to affume the 
government. This was oppofed by Mr. Pitt; and, fo far as the 
oppofition was confined to the dodvine, it was juft. But the prin- 
cipled which Mr. Pitt maintained on. the contrary fide* were as bad, \ 
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•r worfe in their extent, than thofe of Mr. Fox ; becaufe they went 
to eftablilh an ariltocracy over the Nation, and over the fmall re- 
nrefentation it has in the Houfe of Commons. 

‘ Whether the Englilh form of Government be good or bad, is 
no t in this cafe the queftion ; but, taking it as it (lands, without 
regard to its merits or demerits, Mr. Pitt was farther from the 
point than Mr. Fox. . 

r It is fuppofed to confift of three parts : — while therefore the 
Nation is difpofed to continue this form, the parts have a national 
(landing i independent of each other, and are not the creatures of 
each other. Had Mr. Fox paffed through Parliament, and faid, 
that the perfon alluded to claimed on the ground of the Nation, 
Mr. Pitt muft then have contended (what he called) the right of 
the Parliament, againft the right of the Nation. 

By the appearance which the conteft made, Mr. Fox took the 
hereditary ground, and Mr. Pitt the parliamentary ground ; but* 
the fad is, they both took hereditary ground, and Mr. Pitt took 
the worft of the two. 

What is called the Parliament, is made up of two Houfes; one 
of which is more hereditary, and more beyond the controul of the 
Nation, than what the Crown (as it is called) is fuppofed to be. 
It is an hereditary ariftocracy, aftiiming and aflerting indefeaffble, 
irrevokable rights and authority, wholly independent of the Na- 
tion. Where then was the merited popularity of exalting this 
hereditary power over another hereditary power lefs independent 
of the Nation than what itfelf affumed to be, and of abforbing the 
rights of the Nation into a Houfe over which it has neither election 

nor controul ? 1 . 

The general impulfe of the Nation was right ; but it acted with- 
out refledion. It approved the oppofition made to the right fet 
up by Mr. Fox, without perceiving that Mr. Pitt was fuj^orting 
another indefeaffble right, more remote from the Nation, in op- 

pofi ion to it. ..,01,1 

With refped to the Houfe of Commons, it is elected but by ft 
fmall part of the Nation ; but were the eledion as universal as 
taxation, which it ought to be, it would ftill be only the organ 
of the Nation, and cannot poffefs inherent rights. — When the 
National Afiembly of France refolvcs a matter, the refolve is made 
in right of the Nation; but Mr. Pitt, on all national queftjons, 
fo far as they refer to the Houfe of Commons, abforbs the rights 
of the Nation into the organ, and makes the organ into a Nation, 
and the Nation itfelf into a cypher. 

In a few words, the queftion on the Regency was a queftion on 
a million a-year, which is appropriated to the executive depart- 
ment: and Mr. Piet could not poffefs himfelf of any management 
©f this fum, without fetting up the fupremacy of Parliament ; and 
when this was accomplifhed, it was indifferent who Ihould be 
Regent, as he muft be Regent at his own coft. Among the curio- 
fities which this contentious debate afforded, was that of making 
the Great Seal into a King; the affixing of which to an ad, was 




